· Long 19th century 1789 – 1945
· Starts with revolution, ends in war
· A long, slow period of democratization with unstable domestic politics
· Military defeat of fascism
· Fascism was a key opponent of democracy
· Had to be defeated on the battlefield  measure of its power in parts of Europe
· Too entrenched to be fought in domestic policy
· Occupation of Germany post 1945 leads to division W/E division of germany
· W = American, british, and French sectors, E = Soviet sector
· Political Seperation W/E
· West
· Successful democratic consilidation
· Stable territorial boudaries
· State is most fundamental political unit
· Market economies
· Slow, incremental change
· Radicals are forces to middle
· East
· Delayed democratic transitions and consolidation
· Long periods of stasis w/ short periods of change
· Development organised around core of empire
· States in eastern bloc lacked internal/external sovereignty
· Development and economy served empire
· State socialism dominant
· Political and economic reconstruction of Western Europe
· Germany blamed for Franco-prussian war and World Wars
· Germany economic engine of Europe  vital to European prosperity
· Allow reindustrialization, limit industrial/military co-operation
· Bind Germany to rest of Europe (France’s desire)  european coal and steal community
· Concepts/dreams of Federal Europe (EU)
· Integration is solution to Franco-German relation
· Economic interdependence to limit trade wars?????
· Soveriegnty of European states no longer absolute
· Integration  slowly, incrementally (long term) away from high politics
· Narrow economic markets
· Democratic consolidation in the west
· 2 defeated powers, 1 discredited ally (france)
· After 1945 france starts fourth republic
· Italy and west Germany become republics
· Communist gained credibility from resistance in war (lost by late 40s)
· Christian  Democrats  brought Catholics onboard democracy
· Ensured gov’s wouldn’t be anti-catholic
· U.S. reconstruction in trade for anti-communism
· Communists lack of participation in bourgeois government 
· Exceptions
· France only consolidated in 1950s with 5th republic
· Spain and Portugal  1970s consolidate democracy (Franco’s death, colonial fragmentation)
· Dynamic of the long 19th
· Virtual civil war between “party of movement” and “party of order” in late 19th
· Old regimes: monarchies, religious (catholic) institutions
· Masor  after WW1 rising # of republics
· Long 19th “discrimination and reform/revolution around the principles of liberalism, republicanism, secularization?, democratization?, ??? 
· French Revolution: democratization, secularization, rights, sovereignty 
· Introduces “democratic republican” vision of organization in Europe
· Crates new “civil religion”  replaces catholic symbols with symbols of the state
· Incompatible w/ monarchies and catholisism
· First attempt to do away with old regime
· Starts as liberal reform; constitutional monarchy
· Quickly becomes radically republican
· Democratic Republican  challenge to current organizational structure
· Incomplete; large counter-revolution forces
· In the west the church was stronger (also feudalism)
· Revolution too weak to change the whole society
· Church not strong enough to stop change
· Divided society; republic or monarchy
· Very unstable; 5 republics
· Dates in long 19th
· 1848  failed attempts of democratic revolution
· 1870-71  Franco-Prussian war
· worsening of feud 
· new states  germany and italy
· 1917  Russian Revolution
· 1918  Imperial Collapse
· Russian Empire reorganised
· Ottoman and Hapsburg empires collapse; MANY new states
· 1933  rise of Nazism in Germany  1945
· Issues
· No sovereign authority which sits over all Europe
· Effective state with internal control and external sovereignty
· How can the working classes be politically integrated? 
· Peace of Westphalia
· Intended to be comprehensive; all of Europe
· First major political conference held by European powers
· Rejects papal and imperial authority in favour of state autonomy
· States treated as equal (non-intervention in internal policy)
· POLITICAL AND RELIGIOUS; changed relationship between the two
· Princes allowed internal religious pluralism after Westphalia 
· Agreed to refrain from conversion, and to allow some religious dissent
· Driving force of non-intervention; removing religion as a cause of war
· Protected Protestants
· Reaction to reformation; it was a challenge to UNIVERSAL religion and empire
· Therefore SOVERIGNTY developed due to PROTESTANTISM
· Types of States
· Patrimonial
· No distinction between public and private
· Bureaucracy has little autonomy from ruler
· Offices can be bought and sold
· The whole state belongs to the ruler
· Associated with agrarian economies, weak money system
· Potential despotic power
· Sits atop society; doesn’t penetrate most aspects of society
· Rational legal
· Clear public private distinction
· Bureaucracy is appropriately autonomous
· Individuals appointed to offices (can’t be bought/sold)
· Work for fixed salary
· Merit based/can be removed
· Russia vs western Europe
· In Europe political inclusion of working class effects de-radicalization 
· Late Imperial Russia
· Large power part of Council of Europe
· Extremely different organization/structure
· Falling behind west; in need of reform
· Too much destroys/mutates empire too little Russia falls behind west
· Marxism offered a path to modernization without political/economic imitation of westk
· Russian state was weak (no infrastructure); easy to imagine gone; could be dismantled w/o consequence
· In west states were too strong and entrenched in society to be overthrown
· France and Great Britain 
· Territorial stability (Alsace was taken and given back) in france
· Territories start to unravel in 1920 (Uk of gb and Northern Ireland) 
· Formation of irish free state removed the territorial issue in UK
· France more Regime instability: legacy of incomplete revolution (almost civil war)
· Britain far more complete; no challenge to monarch from 17th century (save Ireland)
· British state; unitary and composite
· Importance of political accommodation; willingness to recognise political needs for periphery peoples (wales and scotts)
· Local legislatures
· Less church state conflict; brits gave scots their own education system
· French state; unitary but not composite
· Assimilation/inability to recognise political and social differences
· NEED for single national identity
· No local legislatures; still very centralized
· More church state conflict; Catholics schools were barrier to spread of republicanism 
· BOTH - NO DEMOCRATIC breakdown in 1920s-30s
· Biggest problem in UK was class; labour party replaced liberal party in 20s
· Class division could be contained by state; political dissent was in managed in legislature
· France politics polarized and fragmented in 30s
· State couldn’t contain discontent; large protests and extra party mobilization
· Strong leftist movement (communist, further left than British labour) 
· Also radical right; never accommodated within state institutions 
· Overall; both left and right don’t support state organs
· Allows for vichy gov formation
· Late state formers; Germany and italy
· Self conscious process of economic and political integration
· Not slow and drawn out like britian
· Movement of unification
· Creation of shared political institution among semi sovereign states
· German principalities unify and cooperate
· 5 sovereign kingdoms of italy fuse
· Incentives to form larger states
· Trade gains, larger markets, economic specialization
· More secure; mutual sercurity
· For largest faction, gains of dominating the new state (Prussia)
· 1815  who will dominate German peoples Austria or Prussia
· Prussia emerges dominant; core of new German state
· Prussia wins three wars ( Denmark 1864, Austria 1866, France 1871)
· German state formation
· Prussia forms customs union; shared tariff wall
· New state; conservative, autocratic, dominated by Bismark
· He brings grain producers and industrialists into politics
· Marriage of iron and rye
· Weakens Catholicism in Germany
· Starts welfare policy to weaken social democrats (forms bond between workers and state)
· Imperial in nature; the second Reich
· National socialism is political revolution
· Democracy of Weimar republic never found strong base of support
· Italian state formation (and independence)
· Unitary constitutional monarchy
· Tariff package; protected industry in the north, and agriculture in south
· Opposition groups; republican, anarchist and radical socialist, conservative, papacy
· Italian state formation
· Constitutional, liberal, monarchy emerges in late 19th century
· Papacy/papal states in south  important actor
· Independence because some of “italy” was once Austro-hungarian
· Many domestic forces; republicanism (mazzini, movement for unification), liberals, conservatives (believed constitution too liberal), constitutionalists, papacy (hostile towards new regime)
· Also anarchist and socialist movements  wanted change of economy as well as regime
· Key cleavages; north south split; industry vs agriculture
· South; large landowners with tenants and share croppers
· Church much more powerful in south
· North; civic  republicanism
· United through tariff package that supported both industries
· North and south very different societies, politics
· Rise of facism
· 1921 – facist party formed
· 1922 – invited to form government
· 1929 – government recognized by papacy
· sought to prevent/eliminate autonomous organizations in civil/political society  one party state
· outlaws Christian Democratic Party
· Democratic breakdown and rise of fascism
· Caused by defeat in war (shock)  effected fragile regime
· Many unresolved political and social tensions
· State formation vs regime formation
· State implies territory, regime is more ambiguous
· Territorial organization in Europe transitioned to nation states; France and UK early, Germany and Italy late
· Timing of Germany and Italy formation; age of nationalism (19th century, begins with French rev)
· Suggests that nationalism played role in unification
· Was seen as a civilizing and liberal force
· After formation of mass politics  during period that population is becoming mobilized in politics
· Somewhat weak  very instable base of support, lots of reorganization
· Rise of Fascism
· Political Regimes
· Sets out rules of political game (constitution can protect this, keep it from changing)
· Constitutions insulate day to day politics and enforce competition
· Extraordinary politics change the rules of game
· Allocates power and authority among political offices and agencies
· Formal and informal rules; constitution, conventions (evolve over time, common political knowledge), obligations
· Nothing tells us over who these rules should apply (legitimately), or where (territorial)
· States provide these boundaries  regimes sit atop states (the regimes we’re interested in at least)
· Formal and informal structure of gov roles and processes
· Method of selection of gov and representative assembly; election, coup d’état, royal prerogative
· Method of political representation
· Conditions under which leaders use repression, violence, or non violent coercion against citizens (patterns of repression)
· Regime is not a government
· Govs may come and go, regime remains same
· Not synonymous with incumbent politicians (politics obey the regime)
· Categorizing political regimes (liberal democratic regimes except for siaroff)
· Siaroff – differentiates between democratic and autocratic regimes (ALL STATES IN WORLD)
· Liberal or electoral (aka minimal) democracy, semi-liberal or closed autocracy. Liberal one end of spectrum, closed other end
· This is a static typology – its very descriptive. Checklist of characteristics  classification and not explanation
· Lijphart – interested in variations among liberal democracies (which are also electoral)
· More fine grained than Sairoff’s, which might overlook important detail
· His classification scheme is useful beyond his application (he hopes) – nations that have been continuously democratic since 1945
·  Major difference is between Majoritarian and Consensus 
· Majoritarian – concentrate power in hands of majority
· Consensus – to share and disperse power 
· Two dimensions; institutional profile of regime, territorial profile of regime
· Institutional profile; is party system two party or multi party, are politics dominated by one issue or many, is the system plural(fptp) or proportional representaion?
· Territorial; is power concentrated territorially, or dispersed  unitary and centralized or federal and dispersed 
· Size/population 
· Small states tend to be unitary
· Large states tend to be federal
· Different types of societies generate different regimes 
· If society is homogenous, then majoritarian democracy is likely
· If society is divided, then consensus is needed
· Both types are equally democratic, but suited to different social situations
· Plural society requires convocational or consensus democracy  majoritarian would make divisive issues worse
· Homogenous society need majoritarian to appease masses and to stimulate opposition
· 
· Consociational democracy
· For societies where consensus democracy doesn’t provide stability
· South Africa, Lebanon, N Ireland
· Even deeper form of power sharing in political institutions – more distribution of power
· Institution must be designed to induce as much consensus as possible
· Consensus has incentives for power sharing – consociational REQUIRES power sharing
· Requires segmental (or group) autonomy – consensus facilitates 
· 20th century Dutch politics – Lijphart justification for consociational democracy
· “anomalous dutch politics”
· from 20s to 70s very stable but deeply divided society
· divisions along religion; dutch reformed, Lutheran, catholic, secular
· each has its own party
· Consociational solution emerge over issue of education
· Initial conditions for consociational democracy
· Deep division – sub cultural divisions (plural societies)
· Ethnic, religious, national
· Tightly bound, little contact between groups
· Life is greatly dependent upon sub group; separate church, union, 
· Deep degree of antagonism, mistrust, and hostility (history of this)
· Segmented electorate (follows from others)
· Inter-marriage is good measure (less = greater division)
· Consociational Solution
· Only form of democracy that is feasible in these societies
· Inclusive Grand Coalitions 
· not minimum winning – fewest parties needed to form government
· Accommodates all parties – every subculture has representation in gov and legislature
· Proportional representation election system
· Veto Power – informal right to veto legislation detrimental to interests and identity (for essential issues sub groups have more power)
· Sub cultures can expect to have control of institutions and policies that are essential to preserve and reproduce their way of life
· Preservation of differences
· Ability to reproduce their interests and identities (not being force to conform)
· Control over education; state is willing to subsidize sub-cultural education (state doesn’t have monopoly)
· State isn’t autonomous or most important actor – sub groups are
· Proportionality – sub groups have access to (political) resources proportional to demographic weight and social importance
· How to institute solution
· Elite accommodation
· Find point of mutual accommodation and power sharing
· Sub cultural leaders Elites must have different preferences and time horizons than proletariate
· Fear and anticipate violence and instability (fear civil war)
· Power sharing avoids worse case of instability
· (Cost of information- mechanism 3)Low transparency – secrecy of negotiations among leaders
· Leaders are involved in two political arenas; leading sub groups, and negotiations with other groups
· Must be able to sell their compromise to the “rank and file” of their sub-group
· Negotiations behind closed doors so elites can claim they “bargained hard” and that this is “best that could be achieved under circumstances”
· If there was transparency, then leaders wouldn’t be able to fulfil elite accommodation
· Weak governmental institutions
· Sub-groups have power, not state
· Tradition of deference to leaders – to allow elite accommodation (mechanism 2)
· Too strong an explanation (proff says probably)
· Monopoly of representation (mechanism 3)
· If little competition for representation, little constraints upon what they agree to behind closed doors
· If leader fears competition (that he’ll lose office) might not accommodate enough
· Elite accommodation easier to sell if you can’t be replaced  consociational democracy not fully democratic
· Elites must have important degrees of freedom from being controlled by their sub-groups
· Implies restrictions upon political voices within sub-groups
· Decisions must happen above rank and file
· Initial decision implies (my words; somewhat ignorant) feuds between sub groups
· Only elites are willing and able to set aside (religious, linguistic, ethnic…) differences for common good
· Esping-Anderson 
· interested in social aspects of regimes (liberal democratic examples)
· not party systems, electoral rules, political institutions
· Motivating questions
· What kinds of social rights do different regimes provide?
· What are the regime responses to the rise of capitalism?
· What kinds of welfare are provided by different regimes?
· He is interested in how European regimes reacted to capitalism
· Capitalism commoditizes labour
· How (much) they de-commodify labour
· How welfare regimes and policies free citizens from dependency on the market
· Three measure of de comodification
· Rules of access to welfare programs
· Rules of eligibility, how accessible
· Easier the access, longer duration, fewer restrictions  less depended upon market
· Social wage replaces market wage
· Income replacement
· How below normal market wages (or established standard of living)  are welfare benefits?
· If lower (sliding scale) you are dependent on market
· You will be driven back to market eventually 
· Can be used as measure; how far below market wage, how long till you are driven back
· Range of entitlements
· How many social risks are covered?
· Basic risks; unemployment, sickness, disability, old age
· Or broader risks? 
· More that are covered, the less you are depended on market
· Three general models; Liberal, corporatist, social democratic
· Liberal welfare regime
· Entitlement rules are relatively strict
· Benefits are not universal; often means tested
· Modest benefits in terms of social risks
· Usually found in market driven or dominated societies
· Political correlate; disorganized left in party system/weak left sentiments
· Social democratic welfare regime
· Depends on universalism
· Needs not means
· Provides entitlements beyond basic social risks; retraining of workers when necessary at regimes expense
· Not class specific; extended to all classes
· Importance placed on promoting equality
· Political correlate; social democratic party has cross class support (moved into political middle)
· Preconditions
· High organizational power of left; economy and political system
· how are they organized in party system, how many parties, how much support, cross class support?
· one party with a lot of votes = high organizational power
· able to form their own government; coalitions would be more difficult
· More moderate, given up radical socialism, concessions so that they can ACTUALLY come to power
· Not actually a party of workers, but want to improve workers lives
· High degree of unionization, and strong union discipline (party ties to this discipline)
· SD party having more influence with unions/working class allows them to negotiate with industry and business  labour peace in exchange for concessions (reinvestment into domestic economy, and support for welfare state)
· Liberal and Social democratic regimes share common history (liberal legacy)
· A bifurcation occurs; one path towards Social Democrats
· SD emerges when social democracy is dominant
· Scandinavia after 1945 in 50s
· High levels of unionization; Sweden postwar 90%
· High levels of de-commodification
· SD parties never had commitment to nationalization of industry
· SD parties were committed to coming into power
·  Weak labour movements result in moderate de-commodification
· UK where labour in economy and politics is too weak to define a path towards SD
· much lower rates of unionization; tops out at 60%
· decentralized trade unions; can’t impose discipline
· more industrial strife; more strikes
· tradition of working class conservatives
· labour party is divided between radical and moderate segments
· radicals are proponents of nationalization of industries
· not as interested in maximising support
· Corporatist welfare regime
· Falls in between
· Not as concerned as market efficiency as liberals; more interventionist
· More limited benefits than social democrats
· Political correlate; importance of tradition of catholic reform
· Interest in providing benefits to workers
· Distinctive historical path that begins with conservative reform; catholic church
· Some early de-commodification which is preserved
· Mechanics of governing (majoritarian)
· Adversarial system – gov/opp
· Government of one party (the norm)
· Usually government is in power for full duration between elections  they call elections
· Often associated with FPTP election systems
· Cohesive parties, strong discipline
· Mechanics of governing (consensus)
· Coalition government is the norm
· Governments may change between elections  changing coalitions
· Often/usually proportional representation electoral systems
· Less cohesive parties, weaker discipline
· Dynamics of governing are more complex; stem from interparty compromise that must be achieved. Difficult to maintain
· Competition in coalitions
· Who will lead? 
· Who will control which ministries (cabinet bureaus)
· Who might leave (and thus kill current government)
· Inter-party competition separates consensus from majoritarian politics
· Coalition government as equilibrium of parties
· Under what conditions can this be maintained
· Incentives to disturb equilibrium  political advancement
· Cabinet has autonomy for policy making
· Portfolios (cabinet positions) are given to different parties
· Each party has different wants and control within issue space; leaves lots of room for mutual compromise
· Parliamentary scrutiny on standing committees
· Provide a way by which each power can monitor each other
· Helps maintain this equilibrium  if parties deviate from equilibrium, other parties find out, and create consequences
· Postwar Settlements
· How is the political economy structured (of particular nations or states)?
· Class compromise was essential to the consolidation of Liberal Democracy (KK, LD of Sairoff)
· Labour excluded
· Lower rates of unionization
· Competing trade union confederations (divided along ideological or religious lines)
· No single dominant party of the left
· Several parties which compete for workers votes (one of these is communist) 
· Labour included
· High rate of unionization
· Single national trade union confederation with capacity to discipline workers
· Single social democrat or labour party that can form a government
· Political economic outcomes
· Labour included (virtuous circle)
· Low rates of industrial conflict
· Few strikes and work stoppages
· Relatively low rate of inflation (so argument goes)
· Relatively low rates of unemployment
· Economic growth 
· Continuing international competitiveness
· Labour movement in both politics and economy uses its organization to discipline demands of workers  key mechanism is wage restraint
· Labour inclusion is often associated with international openness
· Labour exclusion (vicious circle)
· Higher rates of industrial conflict
· Strikes are used as political weapon
· Higher rates of unemployment  business uses to discipline and punish workers
· Higher inflation
· Economic growth
· Less competitive internationally
· Exclusion is associated with protectionism (high tarrifs etc…)
· In labour excluded situation, politics of class are more important
· Class issues are more prevalent
· The deradicalization of left occurs later
· German example (inclusion)
· Late 50s SDP abandon hopes of nationalization of business
· The settlements made in 1945-50 have impact on how the nations change over next 30 years (longer) 
· Mounting pressures and breakdown (crisis) of Embedded liberalism (keohane)
· Interventionist domestic policy, but laissez fair internationally (low barriers to trade)
· Aka postwar settlement
· This is the key tension for keohane; should be either liberal in both, or interventionist in both. Harder to manage without US support
· European economy becomes increasingly open over time
· Underwritten by American hegemony (50-60s); Marshal plan, oil, USD
· Supported international openness and international financial regime (fixed exchange rate)
· Decline of American hegemony
· Vietnam – hugely costly
· Changes economic context of European embedded liberalism (no more marshall plan). End of the virtuous circle and easy economic growth
· In 70s US enters into recession and inflation
· Unable to continue providing oil and financial stability 
· Kohane – links international economy to European economy (60s-70s)
· Changing international division of labour
· Rise of industry (industrial development) in periphery; ie Chinese made goods
· Growing international economic competition
· Increasing cost of raw materials
· Declining terms of trade; 1973 oil shock
· Key input for industrial production
· Keohane predicts more protectionism, and greater degree of domestic interventionism (protectionism to protect welfare state)
· How domestic economies react to these chages
· Are the welfare systems that emerged postwar suited to the new economic structure? (esping-anderson)
· Need/do cushion population from international downturns
· Largely dependent upon size (of economy)
· Importance of size; smaller the economy, more important international openness (lack capacity to survive/maintain standard of living behind protective walls); Austria and sweden (small), Britain (more labor included than excluded) and france (large)
· Small economies have incentive to export  incentive to moderate wage demands (to be more competitive internationally). Also incentive for efficient and rational economic development
· The left is more likely to support wage restraint, and likely more successful (Sweden)
· Moderate left (social democratic), committed to international competitiveness and protecting citizens from international downsides
· Large economies have larger domestic markets; lack same incentives
· Less dependent on trade; can imagine depending solely on domestic market for decent standard of living
· More willing and able to accept or impose barriers to trade
· Less incentive to moderate wage demands (not disciplined by commitment to international openness and competition)
· More socialist; more radical
· French nationalize important industries in 60s (short-lived agenda)
· Britain had divided labour party. Radicals resisted openness and wanted tariffs, and didn’t agree to restrain wages (wanted/used industrial strife as political weapon). Other faction more moderate.
· Lib dems emerged; the more moderate faction of labour (pro integration and openness) 
· The division within labour (the left) allowed for stronger conservatives (thatcher)
· (Esping-Anderson) Is post industrial politics becoming classless? Is class relevant?
· Effects of moving from industrial to post-industrial society
· Emergence of new right in European politics 
· (Norris) explained by types of political institutions in place
· politically specific; without regard to society
· interested in the new right
· emphasises poltical institutions and their role in the emergence of new right
· industrial development in periphery, chand in international division of labor
· oil shock as consequence of OPEC cartel caused decline of industrial production
· decline of American hegemony
·  economy can transmit both positive and negative effects
· German realignment – late 1960s-70s (labour included)
· New left – the greens
· Most important initial expression of post-materialism
· Fought do things differently, to avoid dead end of social democracy
· Anti elitist; SD’s had lost their mandate and become bourgeois
· Interested in sustainable growth
· Criticism of German politics in general
· Post war settlement aftermath
· Early de-radicalization of politics
· Internal politics of SPD
· Party conference in 1958; abandoned support for nationalization (core commitment
· An attempt to move towards political middle; pragmatic way of gaining votes
· 1966 SPD formed coalition gov w/ CDU; showed that they were capable of governing, gave party legitimacy
· worked together to maintain social market economy; support collective bargaining system, wage restrain, industrial growth
· Start changing inputs into industry, move away from coal, to oil, to nuclear (response to oil shock)
· Since has participated in gov regularly; often coalitions, FDP or CDU
· Successful wage restraint – social market economy
· Industrial relations reorganized after 1945
· Industrial unions emerge; trade union organization that spans whole economy, high rates of unionization, few unions in a single industry
· All of these unions affiliated w/ central union confederation; centralized and has a lot of control at rank and file level
· Collective bargaining was highly regulated; labour contracts approved and enforced by state, outlaws wildcat strikes (unofficial work stoppage led by union steward, more spontaneous, not sanctioned by union)
· Labour court; adjudicates disputes (unions embedded in legal system)
· Dominance of CDU till 1960s
· Konrad Adenauer
· Amalgamated from Protestant parties in north, and Catholic party in Bavaria (older, descended from Second Reich, outlawed by Hitler) 
· Corporatist welfare party – placed importance on nuclear family
· Realignment (green movement) in 1970s
· Grand coalition with radical right and left involved; highly inclusionary
· Difficult to develop adversarial dialogue
· Encouraged existence of extraparliamentary opposition; stimulus for emergence of green party
· New generation is entering politics (post depression and war) during stability and affluence; new motivating values
· Organize in civil society organizations
· Greens see SPD as part of problem not solution; old left and right are bad
· Concern over older generation not having dealt with past (war and holocaust), not talked about
· Greens don’t like involvement of state in society; fundamental criticism of political and economic system because they’ve lead the country to nuclear energy
· Where will the power plant be located? United urban and rural, and social opposition mobilized around planned plants
· Typical supporter would be young affluent and white collar if urban, if rural working in occupation tied to urban centers (production?)
· Many greens opposed entering politics; didn’t want to make mistakes of old left. Entered bundestag very slowly (began at local level)
· Entering national politics price worth paying to forward their own objectives. 
· Created mechanisms to appease idealists and pragmatists; not supposed to be paid state salary, rotation of leadership, no bureaucracy
·  Greens today look like typical party instead of social movement (not as anti-elitist and anti-establishment as before)
· Italy – hot autumn (labour excluded) / France –  May/June 1968 (labour excluded)
· Strong presence of communist party (50s and 60s), but excluded from gov
· Anti system/state, close connection to many unions. Presence in economy and legislature
· Socialists are also excluded from power
· Late moderation of left – happens after episodes of labour militancy
· Differences - Itlay
· State planning/modernization not important in Italy
· Consequence of the state being comparatively weaker
· Legislature is sight for politics, not state bureaucracy or executive
· Institutional continuity – constitution written in 1948, but first republic formally endures
· Postwar settlement dominated by DCI (Christian democratic party), which had its own unions and roots in civil society (some tied to church)
· DCI was notorious for using corruption to motivate support
· Important, deep regional differences
· Once DCI dominance declines, northern league forms and gains strength
· Northern league mobilized around political economy; large concern was north subsidized south. Corruption covered up N/S divisions
· Differences – France
· Modernizing coalition emerged in late 40s, looked at ways of going forward
· 3rd republic had been “stale mate”, immobilized between ideals and lack of development
· State planning helped to remove blockages to development, and led modernization. Result was greater econ growth
· All decisions happened in gov and business – labour wholly excluded
· Allowed for “state champions”, major businesses and industry giants
· Legislature seemed too weak and divisive to pursue modernization (24 govs in 12 years); result was power in state bureaucracy. Large overlap between business leaders and bureaucrats
· Made economic planning legitimate
· Highly centralized, very bureaucratic… main criticism 
· Institutional change; transition from 4th to 5th republic, along with new constitution in 1958
· 1962 – constitutional amendment by de Gaul; new presidential election procedure. Originally by legislature, after by direct election
· weakened/destroyed (Christians, radical party) some parties that had been centrist coalition members
· Consequences of amendment
· Polarization – tendency for parties to form left/right coalitions, no middle. Unite behind top two presidential candidates (communists with socialists, radicals with conservatives)
· Presidentialization – parties give priority to how they do in presidential elections. Organize around this election (programs, organization, alliances, leadership). Encourages emergence of charismatic leaders. Focused on being electoral machines
· MAY/JUNE 1968
· Government imposes wage restraint; doesn’t work because not voluntary
· Government reduces (from already low level) union reps in social security; appeared to be attack on labour by conservative gov with support of business
· Communists and socialists (the rank and file left) began wildcat strikes as retaliation, general strike was called nationally (over 50% of workforce). Students joined in, occupying factories and campuses. 
· Modernization had included creation of new universities to create smart workforce. Expanded rapidly, but with inadequate facilities, and students were resentful because they were in streamed system
· Constituted an attack on 5th republic, and “state planning”/centralization. Desire for major reforms
· Yielded many concessions to left and union movements; wages, acceptance of union rights (collective bargaining), union representation in institutions that they were underrepresented in
· An opening for the left, legitimization of left. 
· Dominant socialist party emerged as consequence (1981, socialists and communist coalition forms gov)
· Britain – labour excluded
· SEE LECTURE NOTES ONLINE
· Eastern pattern of political development
· Political change in the west was incremental, state centered, democratic consolidation w/ France a bit late, and Spain and Portugal in 70s(see earlier notes)
· Portugal and Spain were single track transitions; political, but not economic because already capitalist
· Spain was multinational society; Catalans and Basques
· In eastern Europe, new states were formed w/ democratic transition
· East;
·  long periods of stasis, followed by short radical change. 
· Not state centered, organized around imperial structure (centrality of USSR), satellites had neither external or internal sovereignty
· Late democratization; large variety of regimes (much greater variation than in west), many of which are stalled in democratization… almost separate track
· Important dates in USSR
· 1917 Russian Revolution; notion that was beginning of universal revolution to be exported, encouraged, and supported worldwide. Ambitious foreign policy. Rhetoric focused around international solidarity of working class
· 1945 solidifies mould from 1917. Entrenches east/west split, and soviet control of east
· 1989 beginning of breaking of the mould. One party state, planned economy produced without reliance on market, use of terror to maintain control, willingness to threaten or use force in satellite countries
· Democratization of eastern europe
· Beginnings of democratization was an attempt to manage this very OLD tension
· A tension between being modern and communist, competing imperatives of maintaining military competition and domestic stability, introducing innovation while maintaining foundations of USSR
· A re-emergence of older Russian tensions. During Czarist empire they were trying to modernize (econ and politically) so that it can compete in interstate system, while trying to maintain political autocracy (identity of empire). Marxist-Leninism was response to similar problem; trying to reject autocracy without emulating economics in west (modernity without imitation), answer was socialism
· Not a grassroots movement, it was elite lead. Good socialists attempting to reform system while maintaining identity
· Elites lost control of the change
· Distinctive features
· Transition from socialist/communist economy to market economy
· In USSR military was subordinated to civilian power (odd for authoritarian states)
· Territorial borders were not held constant during change
· Tremendous regional consequences (removed center of a continent)
· Triple track transition; regime, economy, territory
· Negotiated transition (Bova)
· Begins with opening in old regime; split in elite between soft and hardliners
· Limited degree of liberalization introduced to politics; acceptance of limit on arbitrary powers of state (acceptance of some civil rights)
· Liberalized authoritarianism; old regime still has power to control political outcomes
· There was a large split between reformers (who desired limited reform) and conservatives within the party
· Politicization of civil society
· Reformers seek support in civil society, to better compete within party
· Beginning of the end of authoritarian politics (usually keeps civil society depoliticized)
· Created regime opponents, thus soft liners were opposed by hard liners and regime opponents
· Reformers initially had an advantage; opposition was disorganized
· Regime opponents and reformers didn’t push for further reform initially as they feared regression (reaction by hardliners) 
· Since regime opponents and reformers had tacit alliance, it was harder for hard liners to fight reform (appeared reformers had everything under control)
· Eventually, liberalization allowed regime opposition to organize/gain strength, and reformers/centrists lost advantage
· Reformers lose control of the change – caught between opposition and hard liners
· Reformers could threaten regression, but losses credibility over time as liberalization sinks in. Reformers couldn’t support this threat or go through with it as it would come at too high a political price
· Cross roads; reverse liberal reforms or acceleration of change and democratization
· Center loses complete control eventually; any reform further is too much for hard liners, or too little for opposition. Caused political stalemate
· Two options for reformers; regression (go with hardliners) or democratization (go with opposition). 
· Third option was use of force for reform. Risk of civil war if opposition had any access to military means
· Negotiated transition in USSR
· 1985 Gorbachev comes to power (head of party). Seeks to cement position and further economic agenda
· Background; USSR is in economic crisis. He needs to fix economy without losing authoritarian structure. Just enough change to achieve higher economic performance
· Enlightened communist. Desires modernization, incentives for workers, change of state ownership in economy and wants to decentralize economy and allow more autonomous economic enterprises (This is perestroika)
· How to accomplish with resistance within elite?
· He supported Glasnost (liberalization); access to information, travel restrictions, freedom of expression and association, religious practice…
· Required support outside of elite. Risk worth taking for economic agenda
· Reforms accelerated 1986-90, and he accepted a politicised civil society
· 1986 Chernobyl acted as a stimulus for social concerns, and gave a reason for grassroots political mobilization 
· A committee of constitutional reform is established within party, and some political decentralization
· Hungary and Poland; restrictions on public organization and demonstration were lifted. Caused rallies, protests, and organization of opposition to government. Effectively destroyed communist monopoly of power
· Gorbachev told client states that Soviet military would not suppress democratic movements in their states
· 1989 New non-communist parties were formed in East Germany, Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Romania 
· This process applies pressure within USSR. Gorbachev pushes for pluralism through amendment to constitution to remove clause which legitimizes one party rule. 
· 1991 Gorbachev meets with heads of constituent republics, and tried to keep them within the union. Offered to recognize their autonomy through a compact on August 20th.
· August 18th, hardliners/military arrest Gorbachev in a coup
· Yeltsin replaces him and held off hardliners to allow dissolution to continue
· First three states to leave union are Lithuania, Estonia and Latvia. Soon after Georgia, Moldova, and Armenia 
· December; USSR is dissolved and Russian Federation is created
· 1993 new constitution, and opposition attempts coup by occupying Russian parliament
· Military takes Yeltsin’s side and uses force to take down coup by firing on parliament with artillery 
· Aftermath of collapse of USSR
· Opportunity to renegotiate political relations (especially in multi-national/cultural)
· Former client states unilaterally declared sovereignty 
· Some secessions within secessions
· Czechoslovakia (velvet divorce) 
· Negotiated transition; no unilateral declaration of independence which lead to separation of Czechs and Slovaks
· Not achieved by grassroots movement; no referendum
· Elites attempted to negotiate a new constitution, and power sharing 
· Slovak leader (Meciar) had a demand for sovereignty as a bargaining chip, but was willing to settle for much less than independence
· Czech leader’s (Klaus) agenda was concerned with a smooth economic transition for bohemia, and was willing to sacrifice territorial stability for economic transition. Slovak economy was more geared for Soviet heavy industry (much harder to privatize)
· Klaus called Meciar’s bluff, and agreed to sovereignty
· The Czech’s effectively pushed the Slovaks out to achieve a better economic position
· Populations were relatively concentrated
· Yugoslavia (Balkans)
· There was a fear of aggressive Serbian nationalism “greater Serbia”
· Croatia declared independence June 1991; war erupts between Serbs and Croats in response. 
· Serbians were minority and feared Croatian persecution in long run, and Croatian gov was unable to make credible guarantees on civil rights and protection for Serbs. NO TRUST
· Why couldn’t the Croatian state make credible promises? 
· Croatian leaders had publically campaigned for “Croatian autonomy” within former Yugoslavia; highly nationalistic, desire for a state of our own
· Croatian Diaspora (abroad) supported nation state, source of financial support, and returned to support it
· Croatian leaders feared a “Serbian third column”, that they could try to join a larger serbia
· Dispersed Serbs, they lived in mixed communities. Croatian nationalism polarized the ethnic groups
· Decided to fight their way out now, before Croatian government was stronger and more advantaged. 
· Croats could allow serbs to leave and form enclave, but could be nucleus for “greater Serbia”
· European integration
· Origins of integration and the lessons of history
· Path dependence
· Economics and politics of integration
· Enlargement and deepening 
· Theories of integration
· Theories of integration
· Neofunctionalism
· Identifies two sets of key actors; interest groups and supranational bodies
· Interpretation of integration as a dynamic process; cooperation in one area will spill over to others
· Occurs incrementally over time; start with something simple (coal and steel), and expect it to spill over into other industries (general economic integration/interdependence)
· Intergovernmentalism
· States that are involved are key actors
· States determine evolution of EU, agree to cooperate in areas of mutual interest, while defending sovereignty in other areas
· Multi-level-governance
· Recognizes a range of actors, policy area relates to importance of actors
· States are still the most important actors (most influence over important agreements such as treaty agreements)
· Recognizes sub national government actors
· Origins of integration and the lessons of history
· Three European wars involving Germany (Franco-Prussian, and WWs)
· Europe needed a way to integrate Germany into the rest of Europe, to make German aggression impossible
· Bound Germany to Europe through Coal and steel (French had most interest)
· Trade wars in 1930s
· Economic interdependence needs to be entrenched, it will make military conflict less likely
· Discouraged protectionist wars, created ties that bind
· State sovereignty can’t be absolute
· Way to overcome distinction between interstate-anarchy and domestic hierarchy
· Interstate conflict and war are inevitable outcome of limitless sovereignty
· Need some organization above states
· How to achieve this interdependence?
· Long-term, indirectly, and expect/encourage spill-over
· Small ties in specific areas/industries, away from HIGH POLITICS
· Schumann plan, merge coal and steel
· French response to Morgenthau plan (prevent German reindustrialization)
· Supported reindustrialization of Germany (Marshal plan)
· Subjected German industry to control of Eurpean coal and steel community
· Path dependence?????
· Integration cannot be done quickly, must be done incrementally, and lock states into the integration process; trick them into committing
· Economic and political integration
· Created European Coal and Steel Community
· Gave French access to German resources and markets
· Attempted to form “European defence community”
· By late 1950s there were reasons to allow German militarization; cold war, Korean war
· How to control Germany?
· Failed as France never ratified the treaty
· Germany did remilitarize, and joined NATO
· Britain and ECSC
· Post 1945 Britain had options better than European Union; commonwealth and “special relationship” with US. Made European membership less appealing
· Was against regional trading relationship, but was for international free trade
· Economic integration wasn’t part of the post war plan for Britain
· Totally against subjecting itself to Supranational institution
· Late 1960s, attitudes began to change; commonwealth became less important, losing empire, less influence in international politics
· Integration had already deepened, and fear that Britain would be left behind if it didn’t join
· US government pressured Britain to join
· Applied to join ECSC in 1961, but French vetoed in 1963 and 1967; because it would lessen French dominance and French feared American influence through UK
· 1971 UK applied again, and were accepted 1973, ratified 1975
· Britain officially opposed supranational EEC, and advocated intergovernmental cooperation while defending its sovereignty
· Euroskepticism
· Rejection of supranational
· Allows voluntary delegation of sovereignty, through treaties
· Zero sum interpretation of sovereignty, has ultimate authority or does not
· Europhile
· Defines sovereignty in terms of effective influence and practical capacity to act
· Member states can “pool” and share sovereignty 
· EU membership enhances sovereignty if defined as above; enables governments to achieve objective that they couldn’t independently
· Relationships between supranational and states is complementary; not rivals fighting over zero sum sovereignty
· Pro EU constitution; set down in writing how relations between EU and states are to be arranged and organized
· Deepening and widening
· Integration is now wider and deeper than it was in beginning
· Institutions have more competence over more policies and issues.
· Many more members
· EU dates
· 1951-52 ECSC
· 1957 treaty of rome; European Economic Community 
· creations of customs union; removal of all trade barriers within
· common market; goods, services, money. A uniform set of rules for markets and state roles in market
· common agricultural policy; recognition and acceptance of guarantees of farm prices (France required)
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